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RESPONSE aFTF-R F^AL REJECTION 

Mail Stop AF 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This Response After Final Rejection is being filed in response to the Final Office Action 
mailed from the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on November 1 3, 2003 in the above- 
identified application. Reconsideration of the rejection presented in that Oflice Action is 
respectfully requested. 

An extension of time for filing a Notice of Appeal from the Final Office Action dated 
November 13, 2003, is respectfully requested. A Petition for Extension of Time and the 
appropriate fee are being filed concurrently with this aroendmeni. 
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REMARKS 



Applicani thanks Examiner Alexander for today's helplu] telephone interview in which 
the claimed invention and the MaWhiimey reference were discussed. 

As discussed in the interview, the slide chambers of MaWhinney are defined by O-rings 
in Fig. 2. Inlet and outlet pipes arc fixed to those chambers and form pan of the liquid dispenser. 
The liquid dispenser of MaWhinney would also include the peristaltic pump and valve block 
illustrated in Fig. 3. Thus» each reaction chamber is fixed relative to a liquid dispenser. A 
reagent carousel does rotate relative to the dispenser, but that feature of MaWhinney is not 
relevant to the present claims. 

As recited in each of claims 3 and 1 1, the liquid dispenser and slide housing are capable 
of movement relative to each other imder microprocessor control- As discussed above, 
MaWhinney does not allow for relative movement between the slide reaction chamber and the 
liquid dispenser. 



In view of the above remarks, it is believed that all claims are in condition for allowance, 
and it is respectfully requested that the application be passed to issue. If the Examiner feels that 
a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of this case, the Examiner is invited to call 
the undersigxicd. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 

HAMILTON, SHOOK, SMITH & REY>JOLDS. P.C. 




I^eisiraiionNo. 28,043 
Telephone: (978) 341-0036 
Facsimile: (978)341-0136 
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